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French; Dean B. Counihan; Prof. P. Albert; Ms. J. 
Szabo; Prof. C. Bertrand; Dr. R. Breen; Mr. D. 
Etherington. 


Call to Order 
The meeting was called to order at 2:40 p.m. 


Dr. Kenniff, in apologizing for being late arriving at the meeting, stated that 
he had been the unwilling prisoner of a car mechanic whose devotion to 
productivity was considerably less than that of the University community. 


He also advised that the first part of the. meeting would be devoted to 
matters which must be dealt with in "Closed Session" and he asked those in 
attendance who were not members of Senate or were not present specifically 
in connection with one or other of the two items on the agenda for the 
"Closed Session", to leave the meeting. 


OPEN SESSION 


Approval of Minutes 


IT WAS MOVED BY MS. LIFSHITZ, SECONDED BY PROF. 
MCEVENUE, THAT THE MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF 
SEPTEMBER 21, 1984, BE APPROVED. 


MOTION CARRIED. 
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Chairman's Remarks 


Dr. Kenniff conveyed regrets on behalf of Dr. Breen, who, he advised, had 
come down with the flu and was unable to be present at the meeting. 


The Chairman, in reporting on the National Assembly Committee Hearings 
on October 9, 10, and 11, 1984, concerning the funding of higher education 
in Quebec, advised that various general representations were made on behalf 
of the Conseil des Universit6s, the Conference of Rectors, FAPUQ, ANEQ 
and RAEU; that the Minister of Education, in his opening remarks had 
indicated that there would be no new money for the universities in the 
foreseeable future, but at the same time, he had acknowledged that the 
compressions and various cuts that have taken place over the past few 

years, had trimmed the universities down to what he considered to be an 
acceptable level of efficiency and that consequently it would now be 
possible for him to recommend to his colleagues that budget cuts not be 
extended any further, 1.e., into the 1985/86 financial year onwards; that 
some public concern had been expressed by himself and others, over the 
fact that the readjustment to the funding formula for 1984/85 which had 
been proposed by the Ministry last May has been delayed once again; that he 
had subsequently written to the Minister indicating this University's 
dissatisfaction with that decision and at the same time seeking to pursue the 
specific request which he had made to the Minister of Education last June, 
1.e., that Concordia be given special consideration, in that as was 
unanimously held by all of the universities in Quebec and by the Minister of 
Education, we are treated unfairly in terms of operating funds; that he would 
have to pursue that request, and at the same time, hope that while the 
Minister does not wish to move ahead with a general change in the funding 
formula, he would nonetheless consider Concordia as a special case for this 
financial year; and that he hoped that that request would be received 
favourably and that we would not be faced with some more dire decisions 
with respect to the budget. 


Dr. Kenniff advised that we have had some optimistic assurances 
concerning the Capital budget; that the Conseil des Universit6s has 
considered the 5 year capital programme, i.e., 19841989, including 
Concordia's various projects, at its October, 1984, meeting; and that while 
the text of the recommendations from the Conseil has not yet been received, 
nonetheless, the exchanges which he has had with the Minister of 
Education, indicated that the Minister was favourably inclined, as are 
Treasury Board officials, to moving ahead with the Concordia projects, as 
well as UQAM's Phase II campus in this financial year. 


In response to a question concerning the 10th Anniversary Celebrations 
which had been raised at the last Senate meeting, Dr. Kenniff advised that 
Mr. Gary Richards, Chairman of the 10th Anniversary Committee, has 
indicated that the initial budget which had been allocated to the Committee in 
1983, amounting to approximately $40,000, would be essentially respected; 
that while there have been some changes to a number of the headings which 
had been planned initially, including the replacement of the making of a film 
with some photographic work to commemorate the 10th Anniversary, etc. 
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the budget should basically balance out. He also pointed out that while the 
1982, 40 thousand dollar figure might be slightly surpassed, it should be 
kept in mind that what was being talked about was a general range of 
expenses. 


In response to another question which had been raised at the last. Senate 
meeting, concerning the opening hours for the Vanier Library on Sundays, 
Dr. Kenniff advised that consultations with Dr. Filion and his colleagues, 
indicated that all Libraries, including the Vanier Library, were open from 10 
a.m. to 6 p.m. on Sundays. He also stated that the difficulty might well be 
that there were no circulation or reference services available 0~n Sundays 
between the beginning of term and October 19, 1984; however these 
services were available on Sundays from October 19, 1984 to the end of 
Term, which was in accordance with standard policy whereby such services 
were not available until mid-October, when students begin to prepare for 
examinations, term papers, etc. He further advised that he has been 
informed by the Library that our opening hours, in terms of Library 
services, were among the longest in the Province, which was another 
indication that the University does in fact attempt, within its limited means, 
to provide services; and that there was also an indication that there might be 
some willingness to review the Library hours and possibly to extend them, 
although he cautioned that if that was to be accomplished on the basis of a 
fixed amount of money, something would have to give elsewhere. 


Dr. Filion stated that if there was a special need, something could always be 
done on an ad hoc basis; however, insofar as Library policy changes were 
concerned, these should properly be discussed and considered by the Senate 
Library Committee. 


In response to a comment concerning the question of services being 
provided in the Library on Sundays, the Chairman stated that his reading of 
the question that had been raised at the last Senate meeting, was that it was 
with respect to the opening hours of the Library, rather than to the issue of 
services; however, it was his understanding that a request was now being 
made specifically with respect to full services being provided in the Library. 


Dr. Filion advised that insofar as the principle was concerned, the Library 
should try to be open. from 8:00 am to midnight, or even to 1:00 am, every 
day of the week. However, he explained that there were varying degrees 
with respect to the level of services in the Library, ranging from simply 
opening the Library so that students could use the dictionaries, reference 
books, etc., to providing full services for checking books in or out, 
handling of reserve articles and books, etc. He also pointed out that staff 
time must be taken into consideration and that it was not possible to get a 
staff member to come into the Library just for 1 or 2 hours. 


A request was made that the Library hours be reviewed by the Senate 
Library Committee. It was also suggested that perhaps some kind of a 
survey might be undertaken in an attempt to determine student needs with 
respect to opening hours, what kinds of services they need the most, and on 
what days, etc. 
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The Chairman reiterated that it was his understanding that at this date, the 
Library services which were being talked about, were available on Sundays 
during opening hours, and have been since October 19, 1984. He further 
stated that if his understanding was in fact correct, i.e., that Library services 
were now available during opening hours on Sundays, and consequently it 
was not a matter of extreme urgency, it would be possible to ask the Senate 
Library Committee to review this matter with a view to making 
recommendations early in the new year, with respect to the beginning of 
Term, September, 1985. 


It was agreed that the Senate Library Committee be requested to review the 
situation with respect to opening and service hours in the Library in general, 
Le., not simply with respect to Sundays, taking into consideration available 
internal statistics on Library use and statistics on the Library use, opening 
hours and service hours in other universities, and submit recommendations 
to Senate. 


It was argued that Senate had gone through a similar exercise a few years 
ago, after an extensive study, with all kinds of background data, etc., and 
had taken a decision at that time to implement the schedule with respect to 
the hours of operation which are now in effect; that one was not in favour of 
asking the committee to go through that exercise all over again, when there 
really hasn't been sufficient time to find out how the present system actually 
works; that one did not really like the principle whereby something is 
decided and then within a few years, we go back and look at it all over 
again; and that while there was basically nothing wrong with doing that, 
given the amount of work that went into that study and the extensive amount 
of time taken up at Senate in deciding to implement the final 
recommendation with respect to Library hours, one would not look forward 
to going through that exercise all over again. 


In response, the Chairman expressed the opinion that the Senate Library 
Committee should certainly benefit from the massive documentation that 
must already exist on the subject. 


Question Period 


Responding to a question concerning the differential funding formula, the 
Chairman advised that had the formula been implemented, it would have 
added nothing to the global operating budgets for the university system in 
Quebec. He also explained that the proposal was that the relative level of 
funding of universities in Quebec was calculated on the basis of a method 
which had been devised by the Minister of Education; that with respect to an 
average, universities were placed above or below the line; that those 
universities whose funding exceeded 5% above that average line, were to 
contribute to correcting the situation with respect to those universities who 
were more than 5% under the line; that those universities who were being 
asked to contribute became upset with the fact that the funding formula, in 
which graduate students were heavily weighted, resulted in a particular 
institution being placed in the under funded category; that during the 
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summer, weighty representations were made substantiated by huge piles of 
figures demonstrating that the methods used in determining positions on the 
graph, was technically incorrect; and that the end result was that the 
pressure which was brought to bear on the Minister, convinced him that he 
should postpone implementation until such time as the technical formula 
could be fine tuned to the point where everyone would be happy. Dr. 
Kenniff further stated that his argument to the Minister, simply put, was that 
regardless of any technical formula used, Concordia always ends up at the 
bottom of the heap; that Concordia be given a specific adjustment now, 
while the technical fine tuning was being worked on; and that Concordia 
could be factored into the final solution when the technical formula has been 
sorted out. 


In response to a question as to whether the issue of separate graduate 
student representation on the Steering Committee has ever been addressed at 
Senate, Dr. Kenniff advised that he was not really in a position to answer 
the question at this time; however he has taken note of the fact that the 
question has been raised, and he would look into the matter to see what 
information might be available on the issue. 


In response to a question concerning the results of the most recent 
University Writing Tests, the Secretary advised that as agreed at the last 
Steering Committee meeting, Prof. H. Hill, who was in charge of the 
UWT, has been invited to report to Senate at the November 23, 1984, 
meeting. 


Reports from Councils, etc. 


Dean Swamy announced that in addition to the 2nd and 3rd installments of 
two strategic grants, the Faculty of Engineering and Computer Science has 
received three more strategic grants amounting to $150,000.00 per year for 
the next three years. 


Dean Chaikelson, Faculty of Arts and Science, announced that the Graduate 
Training Programme in Clinical Psychology has received full accreditation 
from the American Psychological Association, for a five year period. She 
further emphasized that this was only the fourth programme in Canada to 
receive such accreditation, and the fact that this was a full accreditation, 
rather than a three year provisional accreditation as was the usual practice, 
was a tribute to the quality of the programme in the Department of 
Psychology. 


In connection with the above, Dr. Kenniff stated that he had been absolutely 
delighted upon learning of the accreditation, having had some peripheral 
involvement in the final stages of the approval process. On behalf of Senate, 
he asked Dean Chaikelson to convey Senate's congratulations to the 
members of the Psychology Department and to those who were involved in 
preparing the accreditation application, for bringing a great deal of honour 
and credit to Concordia University. 
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Appointments 


Senate Appeals Committee 


The Chairman drew Senate's attention to the nominations from the Steering 
Committee for membership on the Senate Appeals Committee on Cheating 
and Plagiarism, (document US-84-6-D3). He advised that the nominees 
have been contacted and have agreed to allow their names to come forward; 
and that further nominations from the floor of Senate, would be welcomed. 
There were no additional nominations from the floor. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN TADDEO, SECONDED BY PROF. 
MCEVENUE, THAT THE NOMINATIONS TO THE SENATE 
APPEALS COMMITTEE ON CHEATING AND PLAGIARISM, 
(DOCUMENT US-84-6-D3), BE APPROVED. 

MOTION CARRIED. 


Other Standing Committees of Senate 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. MCEVENUE, SECONDED BY PROF. 
GORDON, THAT THE APPOINTMENTS TO THE COMMITTEE ON 
ACADEMIC DEVELOPMENT, THE FELLOWSHIPS, SCHOLARSHIPS 
AND AWARDS COMMITTEE, AND THE SENATE LIBRARY 
COMMITTEE, (DOCUMENT US-84-6-D3), BE APPROVED. 


MOTION CARRIED. 


Undergraduate Curriculum Changes 


Arts and Science 


In presenting and explaining the proposed undergraduate curriculum 
changes in Arts and Science, (document US-84-6-D4), Prof. Drysdale 
singled out three of the more noteworthy changes for Senate's particular 
attention: the proposed discontinuance of the BA Major in Social Welfare 
programme; the establishment of a chemistry core programme; and the 
establishment of a performance requirement in the Chemistry Specialization 
programmes. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. DRYSDALE, SECONDED BY DR. 
COHEN, THAT THE PROPOSED UNDERGRADUATE CURRICULUM 
CHANGES IN ARTS AND SCIENCE, (DOCUMENT US-84-6-D4), BE 
APPROVED, SUBJECT TO THE COMMENTS AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS OF UCCC, (DOCUMENT US-84-6-D7). 


With respect to the UCCC Report, (document US-84-6-D7), Dr. Cohen 
advised that the Committee has reviewed the proposed changes in Arts and 
Science, as well as the changes proposed by the other Faculties; that the 
Committee has acted as a working committee on behalf of Senate to resolve 
differences among Faculties, problems between service departments, such 
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as the Registrar's Office, and the Faculties, as well as to identify problems 
on a University-wide basis insofar as impact on policies was concerned, for 
projects or changes coming from each Faculty; and that through the 
cooperation of the people involved, the Committee has succeeded in getting 
changes approved, before Councils had actually endorsed changes proposed 
by the various departments, so that in the end UCCC was able to endorse all 
of the proposed changes in front of Senate today. He further advised that 
UCCC in its Report, draws Senate's attention to new departures or 
important changes, so that Senate in approving the curriculum changes, is 
fully aware of the impact of such changes at the University level; and that in 
this regard, insofar as the proposed changes in Arts and Science were 
concerned, the Committee has underlined the introduction of a performance 
requirement in the Chemistry Specialization programmes, and the deletion 
of the BA programme in Applied Social Science. 


In response to a question concerning the rationale for proposals by 
departments to eliminate particular courses, Prof. Drysdale advised that 
there could be many different reasons or considerations involved in a 
department's recommendation to delete courses. However, insofar as this 
year's proposals were concerned, he explained that most of the course 
deletions were nominal or technical deletions in the sense that the course 
material was being reorganized, so that technically, new courses had to be 
devised and given new numbers, i.e., much of the course content that was 
formerly treated under a specific course number, was being retained but 
under a new number. In addition, in instances where courses have been 
dropped, it was very often the case that either a lack of student demand for 
the course has been demonstrated or that developments in the particular field 
of study have shown that a specific course may have become obsolete and 
must be discontinued in order that the department can put its resources into 
higher priorities and later developments in that field. 


THE MOTION WAS CARRIED. 


Commerce and Administration 


The Chairman drew Senate's attention to the fact that the document number 
for the curriculum submission from the Faculty of Commerce and 
Administration, did not appear on the Agenda and he asked members to 
insert reference number US-84-6-D11 under item IX, b), page 2 of the 
Agenda. In presenting the submission from the Faculty of Commerce and 
Administration, (document US-84-6-D11), Prof. Wills explained that 
basically these were minor changes in Accountancy course prerequisites, 
which were designed to encourage students to take courses in the proper 
sequence. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. WILLS, SECONDED BY DR. COHEN, 
THAT THE CURRICULUM CHANGE PROPOSALS IN THE 
FACULTY OF COMMERCE AND ADMINISTRATION, (DOCUMENT 
US-84-6-Dll), BE APPROVED, SUBJECT TO THE 
RECOMMENDATIONS OF UCCC, (DOCUMENT US-84-6-D7). 


Dr. Cohen advised that the only undergraduate curriculum change proposals 
in the Faculty of Commerce and Administration which were now before 
Senate, were those relating to Accountancy course prerequisites and course 
numbers. He further stated that changes in Quantitative Methods would be 
forthcoming, probably at the November 23, 1984, Senate meeting; and that 
those changes have been approved by the Department of Quantitative 
Methods and by the Faculty of Commerce and Administration, but at the 
request of UCCC, the Faculty was delaying its submission to Senate in 
order that UCCC can complete its work of coordination with respect to 
Computer Science courses, and prepare recommendations for submission to 
Senate in November, 1984. Finally, he reported that the Commerce and 
Administration Faculty Council has approved a change in its core 
requirements in principle, whereby the core requirements would be reduced 
from 51 to 48 credits; and that the details of that proposal would be 
submitted to Senate next year for consideration. 


In response to a question as to whether the changes in the core requirements 
could be refined, brought to Faculty Council, to UCCC and then to Senate 
for implementation next year, Senate was advised that it would not be 
possible to complete the necessary reworking and changes to the core 
courses, within the existing course change time schedule, unless Senate 
decided to grant an extension to the schedule. It was further explained that 
the Faculty did not wish to rush the core curriculum changes through; that 
this was now being worked on within the Faculty; that the Faculty was 
receiving the wisdom and counsel of UCCC; and that the changes would 
then go back to Council for its approval, before final submission to Senate. 


THE MOTION WAS CARRIED. 


Engineering and Computer Science 


84-6-20 The undergraduate curriculum change proposals in the Faculty of 
Engineering and Computer Science, (document US-84-6-D5), were 
presented and explained by Prof. Giguére. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. GIGUERE, SECONDED BY DEAN 
SWAMY, THAT THE PROPOSED UNDERGRADUATE 
CURRICULUM CHANGES IN THE FACULTY OF ENGINEERING 
AND COMPUTER SCIENCE, (DOCUMENT US-84-6-D5), BE 
APPROVED, SUBJECT TO THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF UCCC, 
(DOCUMENT US-84-6-D7). 


Dr. Cohen advised that UCCC was recommending that the undergraduate 
curriculum change proposals brought forward by the Faculty of Engineering 
and Computer Science, be approved for implementation in 1985-86. 


The Chairman congratulated the Faculty of Engineering and Computer 
Science on the very succinct and useful statement contained in the 
Introduction of its submission, (document US-84-6-D5). concerning the 
Faculty's motives for reviewing its curriculum and the criteria that were 
being used in connection with that. He stated that the establishment of such 
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criteria and indicating those criteria in Faculty reports to Senate, as was the 
case with respect to the Report from the Faculty of Engineering and 
Computer Science, was extremely useful. He urged others to do likewise, 
suggesting it would serve to instruct members of Senate, it would refine 
everyone's thinking with respect to curriculum review, and would probably 
answer many questions raised on the floor of Senate even before they were 
asked. 


With respect to an earlier comment that there would be wholesale curriculum 
changes next year in the Faculty of Engineering and Computer Science, as a 
result of the curriculum review, it was emphasized that there would in fact 
be a price tag attached to those changes directly relating to the computer 
"hardware and software tools upon which our graduates can base their 
future development", (Introduction, paragraph 1, page 1, document 
US-84-6-D5). 


THE MOTION WAS CARRIED. 
Fine Arts 


Prof. McKenzie presented the undergraduate curriculum changes in the 
Faculty of Fine Arts, (document US-84-6-D6), which were described as 
being minor in nature and basically tidying up of loose ends. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. MACKENZIE, SECONDED BY DR. 
COHEN, THAT THE UNDERGRADUATE CURRICULUM CHANGE 
PROPOSALS IN THE FACULTY OF FINE ARTS, (DOCUMENT 
US-84-6-D6), BE APPROVED, SUBJECT TO THE 
RECOMMENDATIONS OF UCCC, (DOCUMENT US-84-6-D7). 


Dr. Cohen advised that UCCC was recommending that the undergraduate 
curriculum change proposals from the Faculty of Fine Arts, be approved for 
implementation in 1985-86. He further stated that the Committee wished to 
draw Senate's attention to one interesting aspect, namely, the proposal to 
introduce two Special Topics courses under the responsibility of the Dean's 
Office to provide the opportunity to address issues of a Faculty-wide 
variety, which could not otherwise be served by individual departments 
within the Faculty. 


It was noted that the heading for the changes in Scenography and Drama 
courses, listed on the last page of document US-84-6-D7, should be the 
Department of Theatre and not the Department of Sculpture, Ceramics and 
Fibres. In addition, it was agreed that the following changes in the 
Department of Sculpture, Ceramics and Fibres, should be added to the 
document: 


"Changes in Course Codes and Numbers 


Fibres C 470 
Papermaking: Process and Assemblage (6 credits) 
(formerly Art C440) 
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Sculpture C465 
Aesthetics of Sculpture (6 credits) 
(formerly Art C465)" 


THE MOTION TO APPROVE THE CURRICULUM CHANGES IN THE 
FACULTY OF FINE ARTS, (DOCUMENT US-84-6-D6, AS 
CORRECTED), WAS CARRIED. 


Revisions to Undergraduate Academic Regulations 


Faculty of Engineering and Computer Science 


Prof. Giguére presented and explained the proposed revisions to the 
Engineering and Computer Science Faculty's Additional Regulations for the 
Bachelor of Engineering/Bachelor of Computer Science, (document 
US-84-6-D8). The major feature of the proposed changes was the use of the 
Weighted Grade Point Average (WGPA) in determining the standing of 
students in the Faculty. 


It was pointed out that the summation sign -Z.-, had been omitted in the 
denominator of the formula for the WGPA, shown on page 1, document 
US-84-6-D8, and it was agreed that the formula be corrected accordingly. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. GIGUERE, SECONDED BY PROF. 
XISTRIS, THAT THE PROPOSED CHANGES TO THE ADDITIONAL 
REGULATIONS FOR THE BACHELOR OF 
ENGINEERING/BACHELOR OF COMPUTER SCIENCE, 
(DOCUMENT US-84-6-D8, AS CORRECTED), BE APPROVED FOR 
IMPLEMENTATION IN 1985-86. 


In response to a question concerning item 5.c), page 4, document 
US-84-6-D8, and specifically with respect to the specification by the Dean, 
of the courses to be taken by students in Conditional Standing, it was 
explained that the intention of the regulation was that within the programme 
of studies of a student on conditional standing, 1.e., the student's degree 
requirements, the Dean's Office may specify that the student could, or 
would have to, repeat certain courses in which the student has received a 
"D" grade. This regulation would also apply in the case of students who end 
up with conditional standing in their graduating year. 


In response to other questions which were raised, it was explained that the 
first appearance of the GPA on the students' records would be in the 
Spring, 1985; that implementation of the WGPA to determine student 
standing, would probably result in roughly the same number of students in 
the failed category, and also an insignificant increase in the number of 
students in conditional standing, i.e., the objective in implementing the 
WGPA was to maintain the same standards as presently exist; that a WGPA 
of 2.00 for acceptable standing, was the norm for professional Engineering 
faculties across the country; and that students would be notified by the 
Registrar's Office in the first instance, as to their academic standing 
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determined on the basis of the WGPA, with copies being sent to the 
respective departments. 


In response to a question, it was explained that there were regulations in 
certain departments, which were not part of the University Failure 
Regulations, whereby students could be required to withdraw from a 
particular programme in a given department, i.e., such students, who have 
met the Faculty standards but not the standards of the department, could be 
required to withdraw from the programme, notification of which would be 
handled by the department itself and not by the Registrar's Office. On the 
other hand, letters which are sent out by the Registrar's Office concern 
students who have not met the academic standards of the Faculty or the 
University standards. 


THE MOTION WAS CARRIED. 


Faculty of Commerce and Administration 


Prof. Wills presented and explained the proposed Additional Academic 
Regulations for the Bachelor of Commerce and Bachelor of Administration, 
(document US-84-6-D9). He advised that the proposed WGPA system was 
modeled after the system adopted in the Faculty of Engineering and 
Computer Science, with two significant differences: the first was that the 
students in the Faculty of Commerce and Administration in Conditional 
Standing, would not be required to repeat courses graded "D"; and the 
second was the "grandfather" or transition clause, as spelled out in the last 
paragraph of page 3, document US-84-6-D9. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. WILLS, SECONDED BY DR. COHEN, 
THAT THE PROPOSED ADDITIONAL ACADEMIC REGULATIONS 
FOR THE BACHELOR OF COMMERCE AND THE BACHELOR OF 
ADMINISTRATION, (DOCUMENT US-84-6-D9), BE APPROVED FOR 
IMPLEMENTATION IN 1985-86. 


In response to a question, Senate was advised that one of the intentions of 
the proposed Additional Regulations for the Bachelor of Commerce and 
Bachelor of Administration was to serve as a kind of early warning system 
and provide guidance to the students. It was suggested that this intention 
should be stated under Objectives, paragraph 1, page 2, document 
US-84-6-D9. 


It was pointed out by Dr. Cohen that in contrast to the modifications to the 
Additional Regulations in Engineering and Computer Science which simply 
restates all the standards, assessment methods and previous regulations, in 
terms of a new tool, i.e., the WGPA, the proposal from Commerce and 
Administration was introducing a yearly assessment and a variety of 
standings for students in that Faculty, i.e., the proposal was a significant 
departure from past practice in the Faculty of Commerce and 
Administration. He further stated that it was the understanding of UCCC 
that the regulations were being introduced in order to identify at an early 
stage, Students whose progress is not satisfactory, and to provide those 


students with an appropriate device and specific objective to achieve in 
terms of their progress of study; and that the introduction of these 
regulations would, in fact, increase the number of students in Failed 
Standing and would also establish the category of Conditional Standing 
where a significant number of students would now have to be processed 
through counselling, advising, etc. 


Issues and concerns which were raised and responded to during the 
discussion, included questions on the increase in the number of students in 
the Failed Category as a result of the implementation of the proposed 
Additional Regulations, the availability of resources within the Faculty to 
provide the necessary counselling for students on Conditional Standing, 
notification to students in the Conditional Standing category, and the effect 
on students presently enrolled in Commerce and Administration with respect 
to graduation vis-a-vis the one year transition clause included in the last 
paragraph, page 3, document US-84-6-D9. 


In response to a question, Senate was advised that although it was not 
specifically stated in the proposal, it was intended that students must in fact 
be in Acceptable Standing in order to graduate, as was the case with the 
proposal from the Faculty of Engineering and Computer Science. The 
mover and seconder of the motion agreed that the following be included in 
document US-84-6-D9 as a graduation requirement: STUDENTS MUST 
SATISFY ALL COURSE REQUIREMENTS AND BE IN ACCEPTABLE 
STANDING. 


During continued discussion, concern was voiced over the "grandfather" or 
transition clause, (last paragraph, page 3, document US-84-6-D9). in terms 
of the justice and legality of its application with respect to students presently 
enrolled in the Faculty of Commerce and Administration, particularly in the 
context of the Curriculum Obligations, item 16.2.1, page 68 in the 1984-85 
Undergraduate Calendar which states in part "The University recognizes the 
principle that students should be allowed to complete their degree 
programme, or concentration within their degree programme, under the 
conditions in force at the time when they were first admitted to the 
programme". It was also argued that the addition of the clause that "students 
must satisfy all course requirements and be in acceptable standing" as item 
7., coupled with the transition clause as presently worded in the last 
paragraph, page 3, document US-84-6-D9, would directly affect students 
who end up being placed on "Conditional Standing" in their graduating 
years including students presently enrolled in the Faculty of Commerce and 
Administration who will be graduating in the Spring, 1986. It was also 
suggested that if item 7., i.e., the Graduation clause, remains in the 
document, at the very least a further statement should be added to the clause 
to the effect that "this does not apply to students eligible for graduation in 
the Spring, 1986". 


Dr. Kenniff suggested that, given that the urgency of this particular item 
was no greater than that connected with the additional curriculum changes in 
Commerce and Administration which Senate will be dealing with at the next 
meeting, in terms of Calendar production, the matter should be tabled and 
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referred back to UCCC to examine and clarify the issues which have been 
raised, and report back to Senate at the next meeting. 


It was stated that much of the controversy which has arisen in the 
discussion, appeared to center on the Graduation clause and its inclusion as 
item 7., in the document, and it was suggested that perhaps Senate should 
approve item | through 6 and the transition clause at this meeting, and 
postpone consideration of item 7. to the November, 1984, meeting. 


In response to the above, doubt was expressed that removal of item 7. from 
the proposal would eliminate all of the controversy, particularly in view of 
an earlier statement to the effect that even without item 7., it was implicit in 
the proposal that students could not graduate unless they were in Acceptable 
Standing. It was further argued that although there has been very little 
discussion on the rest of the document, nonetheless, the decision by many 
members of Senate to vote for or against the document, would undoubtedly 
be determined by what is eventually stated in item 7., and what is stated in 
the transition clause; and that the document should therefore be dealt with as 
a unit. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN TADDEO, SECONDED BY PROF. 
MCEVENUE, THAT THE PROPOSED ADDITIONAL REGULATIONS 
FOR THE BACHELOR OF COMMERCE AND THE BACHELOR OF 
ADMINISTRATION, (DOCUMENT US-84-6-D9, AS CHANGED), BE 
TABLED A24D REFERRED TO UCCC TO EXAMINE AND CLARIFY 
THE ISSUES WHICH HAVE BEEN RAISED, AND REPORT BACK TO 
SENATE AT THE NOVEMBER, 1984, MEETING. 


MOTION CARRIED. 


In response to a previous question as to whether or not the Additional 
Regulations for the Bachelor of Engineering/Bachelor of Computer Science, 
(document US-84-6-D8), which had been approved earlier, were in 
violation of the statement on Curriculum obligations, item 16.2.1, page 68, 
1984-85 Undergraduate Calendar, Prof. Giguere stated that this was not the 
case with respect to the Registration Regulations, item 9., page 4, document 
US-84-6-D8, which he advised was simply tendering more precise, a 
section of the Calendar which was already there; that this was not a question 
of whether or not in such cases, students were allowed back into the 
programme, i.e., such students were automatically allowed back in; and that 
the regulation did not in any way impinge on the rights of the students. 


It was suggested that UCCC should also look at the Additional Regulations 
for the Bachelor of Engineering/Bachelor of Computer Science, vis-a-vis 
the question of legality in terms of changing requirements, procedures, etc., 
for students already enrolled in the University, 1.e., changing regulations 
which existed in the Calendar in the year of entry to the University. 


In response to the above, Dr. Kenniff stated that it was his understanding 
that Prof. Gigu6re has already assured Senate that this was not the case with 
respect to the Additional Regulations for the Bachelor of Engineering and 
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Bachelor of Computer Science, i.e., the requirements have not been 
changed. He-also stated that the difficulty with the proposal from the 
Faculty of Commerce and Administration, was that it does in fact change the 
requirements; that as has been pointed out, the University has a principle 
with respect to that, which was spelled out in the Curriculum Obligations, 
section 16.2.1, page 68, in the 1984/85 Undergraduate Calendar; that there 
was also provision for exceptions to be made to that principle; and that what 
was being recommended in Commerce and Administration, was an 
exception, he presumed that that would be what UCCC would be reporting 
on to Senate. 


Memorial Award 


With respect to the Silas Katz Memorial Award, (document US-84-6-DIO), 
Prof. Giguere advised that the document was simply being tabled for 
information. 


Date of the December, 1984, Senate Meeting 


Dr. Kenniff advised that a request had been received by the Steering 
Committee with respect to the date of the December, 1984, Senate meeting, 
which was currently scheduled for December 21, 1984. Various 
possibilities, and their ramifications, were considered by the Steering 
Committee, including the possibility of moving it to an earlier date, leaving 
it as scheduled, or postponing it to January, 1985. Steering Committee had 
decided to put the item on the Agenda in order to elicit reaction from the 
members of Senate. 


It was stated that on the basis of past experience, it was best to leave the 
meeting as scheduled. At the same time, however, it was suggested that the 
Steering Committee be urged to consider the possibility of cancelling the 
December meeting altogether, provided of course that there was no pressing 
business which would require Senate's attention. 


In response to a question concerning the situation with respect to student 
Senators, vis-a-vis the December examination schedule, it was stated that 
there was nothing magical about December 21, i.e., there was as much a 
possibility for students to have to write examinations on December 21st, as 
on December 14th. It was suggested however, that perhaps the Registrar 
might look into the possibility of reducing the number of examinations for 
student Senators on December 21, 1984, to the minimum. 


It was agreed that the meeting be held on December 31, 1984, as scheduled. 


Next meeting 


It was announced that the next Senate meeting would be held at 2:00 pm, 
Friday, November 23, 1984, in the Conference Room, PSBGM. 


Adjournment 
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John Noonan 
Secretary of Senate 


